more likely to abandon the interests of their colonial dependents if those interests conflicted with the needs of the alliance.
In addition to being buffeted by these centuries-old antagonisms between the imperial powers, relations between the Australian colonies and New Caledonia reflected the more particular situation of European settlers who were forging colonial societies in a region very remote from the tutelage of the metropole. The 'tyranny of distance' had a special impact on the mindset of Australians, who feared that the relative proximity of New Caledonia and their own isolation from possible British intervention made them vulnerable to any threats that might come from that quarter. Jill Donohoo has recently shown convincingly how attitudes towards the presence of a penal colony in New Caledonia, and the 'danger' posed by escaped or pardoned prisoners arriving on Australian shores, helped to shape Australia's fledgling foreign policy, its evolving relationship with Britain, and even the push towards Federation (Donohoo 2013) . This article focuses on other perceived dangers posed by the proximity of New Caledonia through exploring attitudes and opinions expressed in the Australian press at certain key points in New Caledonia's history: the annexation of the Grande Terre by the French in 1853, the Kanak revolts of 1878-1879 and the pre-World War 1 nickel mining boom.
The tangled attitudes expressed in the Australian press towards New Caledonia cannot be understood without recalling the early years of its settlement. From the founding of the colony of New South Wales, New Caledonia was under the titular control of the colonial administration, whose charter laid claim to seas within 30 degrees of the coast.
Although the islands were not officially settled by the British, Australian merchants set up a triangular trade between New Caledonia, Australia and China, transporting iron and metal utensils and tools of many kinds and tobacco to New Caledonia to trade for sandalwood, which they took to China and traded for tea that was then brought back to Australia. Australian sandalwood merchants, writes Martyn Lyons, were 'by far the most frequent and representative visitor [s] from Australian shores in this period' (Lyons 1986: 8) . At first a trickle, the trade took off in the 1840s: between 1840 and 1850, traders operating out of Australia stripped sandalwood first from the île des Pins, then the Loyalty Islands and finally Grande Terre's east coast. They also collected bêches-demer (Trepang or sea cucumbers). The Loyalty Islands and in particular the coast around Ouvéa saw extensive trade exchanges between the islanders and English-speaking merchants. English was the first European foreign language the natives heard, some English words entered their languages, and a pidgin 'bichelamar' (from the word for Trepang), a mixture of English and local languages developed. In 1879, in his report on the Kanak revolts, General de Trentinian notes that 'les Canaques parlent l'anglais de préférence au français' 1 (Dousset-Leenhardt 1978: 146) .
This language work was promoted by Protestant missionaries who were the first missionaries to arrive on New Caledonia in 1840, three years before the Catholics, and they appear to have been considerably more successful than the Catholics in those areas, the Loyalty Islands (Maré and Lifou), where they were allowed to continue their mission after the French annexation of the main island. Only at the very end of the nineteenth century were they permitted by Governor Feillet to re-establish themselves on the mainland. However in the Loyalty Islands they wielded considerable influence through the education of new generations, forming a strong Protestant presence on the islands that will be reflected in the story of Watriama, later in the article. Later in the century some of these missionary settlements would be accused by the French of running a kind of fiefdom, beyond the reach of civil law, and of fomenting opposition to French administration (Lyons 1986: 34-35 The laxity of the British government is responsible for allowing the French takeover.
The Australian press castigates the 'cowardly spirit of the Cabinet at home' (SMH 03.11.1853: 3) , the 'idly neglectful' colonial authorities, the 'doubters of Downing Street' (MM 19.11.1853: 2) . Their negligence is contrasted to the purposefulness, planning and decisiveness of the French, who displayed 'the practical genius of the Tuileries' (MBC 19.11.1853: 2) . A sense of betrayal is pervasive: doubts are expressed as to whether the Colonial Office has the interests of the colonists at heart or the will to defend them for it is too preoccupied by grand designs and imperial alliances. A letter writer to the Sydney Morning Herald assets that 'If Australia were a nation, there can be no doubt how she would act in the matter; the French occupation would be resisted as an aggression'; Australia, however, is in a weak position to object since the French, dealing only with Britain, can claim that they are as near to New Caledonia as the British are (SMH 09.11.1853: 3) . The alliance between Britain and France-which has
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perhaps stayed a British response to this affront-is often represented as unnatural, an act of cowardice: 'the unnatural and unholy alliance that now exists between England and France, between liberty and despotism, between light and darkness; between fraud, perjury, and murder on the one side, and truth, honour, and philanthropy on the other' (ISN 12.11.1853 , reprinted in MBC 26.11.1853 . French motives are suspect, its plans for the future of the island viewed with grave concern. If the aim of the takeover is to set up a penal colony (this 'moral pestilence'), the commentators are outraged: just when New South Wales has rid itself of its 'bad reputation consequent on being a penal colony,' just when transportation has been stopped, a new colony may be set up in her near neighbourhood, and on the trade routes with the West Coast of America, China etc.
( ISN 12.11.1853 , reprinted in MBC 26.11.1853 . As Donohoo has shown, there was both initial and ongoing concern that escaped convicts might make their way to Australia.
Other, more sinister, motives are imputed to the French: it cannot be simply to set up a penal colony that France has gone to this much effort, the annexation must be part of her larger strategic designs for control of the Pacific. Louis Napoléon's 'ambitious projects' writes the Courier Hobart, which have been pursued quietly, even behind 'a veil' are now coming to fruition (CH 12.11.1853: 2) . The Moreton Bay Courier, displaying a decided taste for the colourful turn of phrase and the sensational claim, avers that Louis Napoléon's plans put the whole of Eastern Australia and New Zealand under threat from a 'swarm of the mustachioed sons of Gaul':
New Caledonia occupies a most commanding position for a naval station, whence, in the event of occasion arising, all the ports of Eastern Australia and New Zealand could be commanded within a week. Balade Harbour is situated in latitude 20° 17' 25" S., longitude 164° 27' E. A good steamer, or a north-easterly breeze, would easily bring swarms of the mustachioed sons of Gaul, into Moreton Bay for instance, in four or five days. (MBC 19.11.1853: 2) The Courier points to the additional cost of the defence measures made necessary by the French presence, to protect 'England's wealthiest and most defenceless possessions' (MBC 19.11.1853 These fears were not expressed only on the wilder fringes of the Australian press: on 20
December 1859 Sir Henry Parkes moved a resolution in the NSW Legislative Assembly, 'The Defence of the Colonies,' calling for the formation of a national militia to defend the colony from attack by aggressive European powers. It soon becomes clear in his speech that he has in mind the threat posed by France, a threat that was all the greater because they had 'a port of refuge within a very few days' sail of our own harbour, 'as contiguous to our shores as an enemy could wish it to be' (Parkes 1876: 103) . Declaring that the danger of a rupture with France was imminent, he warned that protection could not be expected from Britain since the 'Imperial government has directly intimated on more than one occasion that the colonies must provide for their own defence' (Parkes 1876: 98, 103) .
The ambiguity of the relationship to this foreign power-now after all an ally of Britain in the Crimean war-and the self-interest of the colonists who traded extensively with New Caledonia, allow calmer voices to be heard. Despite conjuring up hysterical visions of swarms of marauding Gauls, the Moreton Bay Courier sees reason to be optimistic about the economic and possibly even the military advantages of the takeover.
The presence of the French will probably 'induce our Admiralty to post a strong naval squadron in the Pacific,' using one of the Australian ports. Scientific exploration may be pursued and goldfields discovered in New Caledonia. Adopting a decidedly parochial approach to international affairs, it opines that in the event of the continuance of peace, the French colonists will need livestock and coal, thus providing a 'profitable outlet within four or five days sail of Moreton Bay' (MBC 19.11.1853: 2) . The Maitland Mercury, paraphrasing the Sydney Morning Herald of 1 and 2 November, argues however that while, from a commercial point of view, the annexation-'even by the French'-may seem advantageous, this is far outweighed by 'the moral, social, and political consequences attaching to the occupation of one of the most splendid islands in the Pacific by a rival nation, whose aims and objects are so dissimilar, not to say opposite, to those which have for many years been earnestly contemplated by the most intelligent colonists of Australia and New Zealand' (MM 5.11.1853: 3) . Profligate in life, corrupt in morals, servile in spirit, and degraded in politics, the French are about the last people on the face of the earth whose rule it would be desirable to substitute for any other government that could be mentioned. The fact is that the French and the savages, placed at opposite extremities of the same line, are both equally remote from the golden mean of true civilisation: and, indeed, if forced to choose between the two, we would prefer immaturity to rottenness. (ISN 12.11.1853 : 1, reprinted in MBC 26.12.1853 The virulence of this denunciation (of an ally) might seem to be a marginal opinion and no doubt was the most extreme of its kind. However it is worthy of note that this article was reprinted in the Moreton Bay Courier on 26 November.
The arguments put forward in the newspapers in November and December 1853 constitute so many 'frames' 3 that will be used to interpret French motives and actions, 
The Kanak Revolts of 1878-1879
The second significant period examined in this article concerns the revolts by certain by the rebels, but also the sometimes indiscriminate retribution inflicted by the troops, and especially the gendarmes. He is also critical of the authorities' lack of preparedness, their failure to warn or come to the assistance of isolated settlers who stand in peril.
Michael Cannon describes his reports as constituting 'one of the first and most damning indictments written against French colonial rule in the Pacific' (Cannon 1983: 10) . It is perhaps significant to note, however, that when Thomas was asked by The Argus in 1883 to report on the system of 'blackbirding'-forced recruitment of indigenous workers from the New Hebrides to work on Queensland sugar plantations-he had little criticism to make of a system that was nevertheless akin to slavery (Pons-Ribot 1989: 15) .
This hint of a double standard echoes the readiness to condemn French colonialism and exonerate British practices that is widespread in the newspapers of the time. The
Brisbane Courier correspondent, recognising the universal significance of the conflict over land between coloniser and colonised, offers a well-developed if tendentious comparison:
In Australia the very sparseness of the population, both black and white, operates to prevent collisions on so grimly murderous a scale as the one reported from New Caledonia; while in New Zealand the mixture of braggadocio and magnanimity that characterises the Maori warrior has been, even in the thick of bush warfare, a better protection to the settled districts than the bullets of her Majesty's red-coats. In New Caledonia, on the other hand, both these conditions are reversed. There is a teeming native population, brooding over their territorial wrongs while closely mingled with and pressed on by a still greater force of whites. (BC 03.08.1878: 4) The journalist draws a contrast between the colonising practices of the British in Australian press is one that will continue to be aired into the twentieth century, when it will again become entangled in fears of invasion-no longer fear of invasion from the French but from the North, when New Caledonia is seen to represent the 'weak link' in Australian defence and the stepping stone for possible invasion by the Japanese.
Pre-World War I
The Shearston-May, who had recently visited the island, claims the presence of some 2,500
Japanese workers on New Caledonia, many of them former soldiers who had fought in defeat by Germany (Appendix, Dousset-Leenhardt 1978: 146) . De Trentinian offers no evidence of such interference in the colony however. 6 This was a significant number compared to the population of the colony at the time, perhaps 60,000 in total, including 27,000 Kanak, Europeans (convicts and settlers) and workers from other islands. These 'trained Japanese' constitute an 'increasing menace' and foretell of the invasion 'that will surely come' (SMH, letter dated 22.10.1911 (SMH, letter dated 22.10. , published 25.10.1911 . His letter prompts a number of others in response in the following days. The first does not challenge the accuracy of Watriama's assessment of Japanese intentions but rather doubts whether representations to the French on this issue will have any effect:
'whatever the protestations of the Commonwealth may be, France will not give satisfaction' since its Republican principles compel it to be the 'nation the most hospitable of the world.' The tone of the letter suggests that the writer does not find this hospitality to be an admirable trait (SMH 26.10.1911: 13) . The discussion continued through November and December in both editorials and letters. On 4 December The
Sydney Morning Herald suggests that advantage be taken of negotiations between
France and Britain over the New Hebrides to discuss 'Pacific matters' including the situation in New Caledonia. The paper claims, in an echo of the Lone Hand article, that a 'movement' in New Caledonia has recently been formed to campaign for the transfer of power to the British (SMH 04.12.1911: 8) .
Conclusion
During the three periods of tension in the relations between Australia and New Caledonia examined in this article, the anxiety and uncertainty provoked by the rapidly evolving geopolitical situation in the Pacific were heightened by the very proximity of New Caledonia. Some never gave up the hope that the French colony would return to the British fold, the only way of ensuring that it would not constitute a 'trojan horse,' first for French, then for Japanese incursion into the region. These fears provoked common themes and perennial complaints about the French: that they were poor colonial administrators; that New Caledonia was a backward and festering sore in the Pacific, a source of criminality and disease through the persistence of the penal colony (deportation continued until 1897); that it was unsuccessful in agriculture and the development of cash crops; and that it remained under the total control of the French government (and a Republican one at that, from 1875), failing to develop the institutions of local governance that the Australian colonies achieved progressively from the early nineteenth century. As late as 1915, when France and Britain were allies once again and Australian troops were fighting alongside them at Gallipoli, the respected economist R. C. Mills, calling for recognition of the 'achievements of Wakefield in colonization and colonial policy' and in the British annexation of New Zealand, wrote:
'New Zealand, lost to the French, might have become a second Noumea, and another plague spot in the Pacific' (Mills 1915: 340) .
As Australians compared and contrasted their own society, institutions of governance and practices of colonisation to those of New Caledonia, ruled by 'a rival nation, whose aims and objects are so dissimilar, not to say opposite, to those which have for many 
